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FELLOWSHIP WITH CHRIST 


The best wish that can possibly be 
extended to the readers of this maga- 
zine is that they may all enjoy fellowship 
with Christ in a higher and deeper sense 
than ever they have known before. It 
has been well said that fellowship with 
Christ is Christianity, and every believer 
will agree that the sum of all knowledge 
is to know the only true God, and Jesus 
Christ, whom He has sent. When a 
person has this knowledge—makes it his 
own, so that it becomes his inward pos- 
session, which none can take away—it is 
like life-blood in the heart. Fellowship 
with Christ is not the mere intellectual 


acceptance of Christianity. Much of the 
The Late Pastor 


James A: Geman, confusion into which men have drifted 
Founder of “The Converted © religious subjects has come from 
Catholic.” intellectual disquisitions about Christ 

and His salvation. “It is with the heart 

that man believeth unto righteousness,” says the Apostle Paul. 
After we believe with the heart confession is made with the mouth 


unto salvation. Intellectual knowledge passes away, but if we 
open the Bible and consider God’s dealings with His people we 
shall be able, by the light of divine truth, to look into our own 
hearts; and if we believe with our hearts we shall prove the truth 
of the promise of Jesus Christ to be with us until death shall close 
our mortal eyes. Then we shall open them in the realms of glory, 
for Jesus Christ, the Son of God, has said, “I go to prepare a 
place for you, that where I am, there ye may be also.” However, 
in the meantime we are not left alone. He ever liveth to make 
intercession for us. 

Every person who enjoys fellowship with Christ can say: 
“Jesus is my personal Saviour and Friend; and He wants me to 
ask of Him at all times whatever my soul needs to round out my 
pilgrimage here, and to enjoy Him forever in the future life.” 
Believers in Christ who have been taught by the Holy Spirit to 
be His disciples have everlasting life. In the fullness of His fel- 
lowship the life that now is, and the life that is to come, are one. 
The wealth of the man of this world is unstable and often takes 
wings and flies into the hands of others: but the gift of God in 
the friendship and companionship of Christ is stable and can be 
the possession of all. 
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“When thou art converted strengthen thy brethren.”’—Luke 22: 32. 
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The Spirit of Our Paper 

The Converted Catholic made its first appearance in 1883. 
its founder, the late James A. O’Connor, for eight years a 
Priest in the Church of Rome, whose broadmindedness was 
one of his most noteworthy qualities, inclined to the method 
of logical persuasion rather than to that of militant oratory. 
He sought to enlist the sympathies and services of those cul- 
tured thinkers who stood aloof from popular anti-Romanist 
propaganda, not because they feared to avow their own opin- 
ions, but because they doubted the efficacy or the propriety 
of making indiscriminate onslaughts on Roman Catholic teach- 
ings and practices with weapons of rhetoric and ridicule. 

Dr. O’Connor discountenanced the militant iconoclasm 
which is more concerned to expose the falsity of the Church 
of Rome than to put anything positive in its place. Then, too, 
he deeply regretted the academic apathy which, while har- 
boring views opposed to the pernicious principles of ultra- 
montane Romanism, refrains from any attempt to enlighten 
the masses or to refute soul-destroying dogmatism. In the 
difficult, but not impossible, task of mediating between the 
popular and the academic types of Protestantism, the Con- 
verted Catholic hopes for greater results during the year 1920. 


The Controversy With Rome 


Among the many questions which divide the Churches 
to-day there is no one comparable in interest or importance 
to that which separates Protestants, as such, from the Church 
of Rome. Other questions are but temporary or local in the 
interest which they excite, or are inconsiderable in the issues 
to which they lead, but this one is of lasting, universal and 
momentous consequence. The controversy here is vital; the 
issues at stake are tremendous. The struggle is between im- 
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placable enemies—the deadly encounter of two mortal foes 
for supremacy, safety and existence. 

At this hour the dispute between Romanism and Prot- 
estantism possesses a peculiar and pre-eminent importance. 
Other errors, even such fundamental and fatal ones as Social- 
ism and Spiritualism, have infected only a very limited num- 
ber of persons and have exerted comparatively but little influ- 
ence. But it is very different with the great antagonist 
systems of Romanism and Protestantism. These still divide 
between them the whole Christian world, still reckon their 
respective adherents by millions, and are still struggling, with 
apparently doubtful issue, for ecclesiastical supremacy on the 
earth. Considering these things, and remembering, moreover, 
that earnest and learned men are still assuming different sides 
in this great controversy, we do not think that the most sin- 
cere Protestant can be blamed if he sometimes puts to himself 
with almost tremendous anxiety the question, “Am I really 
sure that mine is the religion of the Bible, and that the oppo- 
site representation of it, which I see in Romanism, has no 
right to be considered?” We deem the state of mind which 
asks and investigates such questions a far safer and more 
becoming one than the other, perhaps more common, which 
dismisses “the whole pretensions of Popery” with a smile of 
superiority or an expression of contempt. 

It is perfectly evident to all those who consider either the 
declarations of Scripture or the lessons of experience with re- 
spect to this matter that there is a deep and impassable chasm 
between the two systems. Some well-meaning but weak- 
minded enthusiasts have indeed dreamt of a possible recon- 
ciliation, have supposed that a concession of extreme views 
on either side might lead to unity, and have actually sketched 
out schemes by which such a union might be effected. But 
the first practical movement to realize such plans has proved 
that they were hopeless and that those who devote them- 
selves to their theoretical elaboration are but engaging in 
the toils of Sisyphus. 

SPECIAL FEATURE FOR APRIL. 
Pope Benedict, President Wilson and the Adriatic Intrigue. 
By the Editor. 
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HOW THE POPE GAVE IRELAND TO THE KING 
OF ENGLAND 


A Problem for Irish Catholics 


BY THE LATE REV. JAMES HERON, D.D., OF BELFAST, IRELAND. 


In 1155 a document of vast and far-reaching importante had 
been sought and obtained from Hadrian IV. by the then King 
of England, Henry II. Hadrian, it should be remembered, was 
the only Englishman who ever sat in the Papal chair. In the 
year named Henry held a council at Winchester, to which he 
first broached the project he had formed to effect the conquest 
and subjection of Ireland. But such and so far-reaching was the 
Papal influence at that time that, for the furtherance of his ob- 
ject, Henry, able, powerful and autocratic ruler though he was, 
thought it expedient to apply, as he did, through his chap- 
lain, John of Salisbury, for the Pope’s sanction to the enterprise. 
This the Pope gave in a famous Bull, issued by him in that year, 
1155, expressly authorizing Henry to take possession of Ireland, 
and bring it into subjection and obedience. The modest claim 
of the Pope to proprietorship in Ireland, and “all other islands 
on which the light of the Gospel has dawned” is worthy of note: 
“It is beyond all doubt, as your Highness acknowledgeth, that 
Ireland, and all the other islands on which the light of the Gos- 
pel of Christ has dawned . . . do of right belong to St. Peter and 
the Holy Roman Church.” The Bull, as recorded by Giraldus 
Cambrensis in his Expugnatio Hibernia or Conquest of Ireland, 
Book II., c. 6, and as given by Archbishop Ussher in his leterum 
E pistolarum- Hibernicarum Sylloge, Epistola XLVI., is rendered 
into English ws folicws: 

“Hadrian, the bishop, the servant of the servants of God, to 
his most dearly beloved son in Christ, the illustrious King of 
England, sends greeting and the apostolical benediction. Your 
Majesty laudably and profitably considers how you may best pro- 
mote your glory on earth, and lay up for yourselves an eternal 
reward in Heaven, when, as becomes a Catholic prince, you Jabor 
to extend the bounds of the Church, to teach the truth of the 


Christian faith, to a rude and unlettered people, and to extirpate 
the weeds of wickedness from the field of the Lord. To this end 
you crave the advice and assistance of the Apostolic See, and in 
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so doing, we are persuaded that the higher are your aims, and 
the more discreet your proceedings, the greater under God will 
be your success. For those who begin with zeal for the faith and 
love for religion may always have the best hopes of bringing 
their undertakings to a prosperous end. It is beyond all doubt, 
as your Highness acknowledges, that Ireland and all the o:her 
islands on which the light of the Gospel of Christ has dawned, 
and which have received the lessons (documenta) of the Chris- 
tian faith, do of right belong to the blessed Peter and the Holy 
Roman Church. Wherefore we are the most desirous to sow in 
them the acceptable seed of God’s Word, the more so because we 
foresee that that will be strictly required us in the last assize. You 
have signified to us, our well-beloved son in Christ, that you pro- 
pose to enter the island of Ireland in order to reduce that people 
to obedience to the laws, and to root out from among them the 
weeds of sin; and that you are willing to pay yearly from every 
house the pension of one penny to the blessed Peter, and to pre- 
serve the rights of the churches of that land complete and in- 
violate. We therefore, regarding your pious and laudable desire 
with due favor, and yielding benign assent to your petition, do 
hereby declare our will and pleasure that for the purpose of en- 
larging the bounds of the Church, setting restrictions on the prog- 
ress of evil, for reforming manners, planting virtue and extending 
the Christian religion, you do enter that island, and execute there- 
in whatsoever shall be for the honor of God and the welfare of 
the land. And further, let the people of that land receive you 
with honor, and reverence you as their lord; the rights of the 
churches, by all means, remaining inviolate and unimpaired, and 
the annual pension of one penny being reserved to the blessed 
Peter and the Holy Roman Church. If, therefore, you bring 
what you have conceived in your mind to good practical effect, 
study to train and mold that nation in good habits; and take 
measures by yourself, as well as by those whom you discern to be 
fit in conversation and life for this trust, that the Church there 
may be adorned by them, that the Christian faith may be not only 
planted but grow and prosper, and whatever pertains to the honor 
of God and the salvation of souls be so ordered by you that you 
may receive from God the reward of eternal life, and on earth 
obtain a glorious name in the ages to come.” 
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Some Irish historians and many Irish politicians have found 
it a very bitter pill to swallow that the conquest and subjection 
of Ireland by the English King was expressly authorized and sanc- 
tioned by the Pope, and strenuous attempts used to be made to 
represent the Bull of Hadrian as a forgery; but these attempts 
are now abandoned as hopeless. The contemporary evidence at- 
testing its genuineness is absolutely irrefragable. 

It is attested, as already stated, by Giraldus Cambrensis in 
his “Conquest of Ireland,” Book II, c. 6, where the Bull is given. 
Giraldus was not only a contemporary of the Norman conquest 
of Ireland ; he was closely related by blood to the first conquerors, 
and made frequent visits to Ireland to consult them. He was 
nephew of Maurice FitzGerald, ancestor of all the Irish Fitz- 
Geralds. He was personally well acquainted with both Henry II. 
and Pope Hadrian; had full and frequent access to official docu- 
ments both in Ireland and Rome, where he resided for years; 
and had no motive for forging the Bull. It would have been more 
consonant with his feelings, doubtless, to omit all reference to it. 
He was, in fact, eminently qualified to write the history of the 
Norman conquest of Ireland, and his work, “Expugnatio Hiber- 
nie,” is recognized as the classical history of that conquest. On 
the death of his uncle, Bishop David FitzGerald, Giraldus, then 
Archdeacon of Brecknock, was elected by the chapter to succeed 
him in the bishopric of St. David’s, but the King annulled the 
election and appointed another. Giraldus appealed to the Pope, 
and visited Rome several times in connection with the matter. 

Then the testimony of Giraldus has been amply corroborated. 
Hadrian’s Bull (or Epistola, as Ussher calls it) forms Epistle 
XLVI. in Archbishop Ussher’s Veterum E pistolarum Hibernicar- 
um Sylloge, and appended to the FE pistola there is a recensio, or 
note, by Ussher to prove its authenticity. The archbishop quotes 
from the Metalogicus* of John of Salisbury, the chaplain of Henry 
II., and also a very intimate friend of Pope Hadrian, at whose 
request the Pope sanctioned the English invasion of Ireland, a 
statement which is absolutely conclusive as to the genuineness of 
the Bull. John of Salisbury’s words are: “It was at my request, 
too,-that he (Pope Hadrian) granted and gave Ireland to the ill- 
ustrious King Henry of England, to be kept in possession by 


* Lib. IV., cap. ult. 
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hereditary right, as his letters testify to this day. He sent over 
with me likewise a gold ring, set with an emerald of the choicest 
description, as a symbol of investure, for conveying to the Prince 
the right of governing Ireland, and the said ring has hitherto 
been ordered to be kept in the archives among the public rec- 
ords of the Court.” Ussher then refers to and quotes the annals 


of Roger of Wendover, and cites passages in support of the Bull 


from Matthew of Westminster, Matthew of Paris and Nicholas 
Trivet. The letter of Pope Alexander III., confirming the Bull 
of Hadrian, immediately follows the letter containing the Bull 
in Ussher’s Sylloge. Pope Alexander’s letter is Epistola XLVII. 
in the Sylloge, and is before me as I write. In support of its au- 
thenticity Ussher quotes not only Giraldus Cambrensis, but Reger 
Hoveden and John Brompton. Then, in 1221, Pope Honorius 
IIT. wrote to his legate, referring expressly to “the English entry 
into Ireland by the mandate of the Apostolic See, and its subju- 
gation to the obedience of the Roman Church.” This epistle of 
Honorius forms Letter XLIV. in Theiner’s Vetera Monumenta 
Hibernorum et Scotorum. The genuineness of the Bull is ac- 
cepted by the Roman Catholic historian, Dr. Lanigan (“Never 
did there exist a more real or authentic document,” he says), 
and by Bossuet, Fleury, Dollinger, and, indeed, by all modern 
historians worth considering. 

It may, indeed, be said—it has been said—that Hadrian’s Bull 
is not now found among the Vatican archives; but the same re- 
mark applies to many other Papal Bulls relating to Ireland all 
through the reigns of Henry II. and John. They exist in Ussher’s 
Sylloge, and in the Charte, Privilegia et Immunitates published 
by the Irish Record Office, but the originals are no longer to be 
found in the Vatican. The reason for their disappearance, and 
for the doubts thrown on the genuineness of Hadrian’s Bull, is 
obvious. It finds expression in the remonstrance addressed by 
Donald O’Neill to Pope John XXII. (A. D. 1318), which com- 
plains that “Pope Hadrian, acting on the representation, false 
and full of iniquity, made to him by Henry II., King of England, 
and being blinded by his own English prejudices, as, being himself 
an Englishman, had made over to the English monarch the realm 
of Ireland, thus bestowing de facto upon a sovereign—who for 
his murder of St. Thomas of Canterbury ought rather to have 

(Continued on page 20.) 
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DO YOU CONFESS YOUR SINS TO A PRIEST? 
BY G. R. MACFAUL, M.A., OTTAWA, CANADA, 


Do you feel under obligation to confess your sins to a priest? 
Here are some sound reasons why you should not “go to confes- 
sion.” You should not confess to a priest. 


Because You Have Not Sinned Against the Priest 

Think of how foolish a man would be who would come and 
kneel before you and ask you to forgive him when he had never 
wronged you. Should he not go and confess his sin to the per- 
son against whom he had transgressed? Think of the foolish 
position your priest puts you in when he obliges you to kneel be- 
fore him ahd utter the following prayer, called the “Confiteor” : 
“I confess to Almighty God, to blessed Mary ever Virgin, to 
blessed Michael the Archangel, to blessed John the Baptist, to the 
holy Apostles Peter and Paul, to all the saints, and to you, Father, 
that I have sinned exceedingly,” etc. 

The first part of this prayer is sound advice. It is right to 
confess one’s sin to Almighty God, because all men have sinned 
against Him; but why should you confess your sins to Mary and 
Michael and John the Baptist, and the Apostles Peter and Paul, 
and to all the saints, and to the priest? If you have not sinned 
against all these, why should you confess to them? If you have, 
in any way, injured or wronged your priest, go and confess to 
him your fault, and if he is a Christian man he will forgive you; 
but sins you have committed against God, your Heavenly Father 
alone can forgive you. 


Because Confession to a Priest is of Human Origin 


There are some old people in Canada. They accept the teach- 
ings that have been invented by men hundreds of years after the 
beginning of the Christian Church, but they refuse to follow the 
teachings of Christ and the apostles as found in the New Testa- 
ment. They obey the commandments of men, but disobey the 
commandments of God. Are you one of this class? 

The Roman Catholic Church declares that the priest has power 
to forgive sins. A Roman Catholic leaflet, entitled “The Priest,” 
on pages 21-23, has the following declaration: “What is a priest ? 
A man who holds the place of God, a man clothed with all the 
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power of God. ... When the priest forgives our sins he does 
not say, ‘God forgives you.’ He says, “I absolve thee.” ... If 
you were to confess your sins to the blessed Virgin, or to an angel, 
could they absolve you? ... A legion of angels, were they here 
with you now, could not absolve you from your sins. But the 
simplest and humblest priest of the Church can do it; he can say 
to you, ‘Go in peace, I forgive thee.’” Rome bases her claim 
chiefly on the following misintrepreted passages of Scripture: 

1. Matruew 16:18, 19. She declares that the Church was built 
on Peter, and quotes this passage as a proof. Take up your Bible 
and read the whole context, beginning at verse thirteen. Jesus 
says nothing about appointing Peter as His successor. What is 
the question under debate? It is simply a question of faith. Jesus 
first asked the apostles whom the people thought He was? Then 
He turned to the apostles and asked them what was their idea of 
Him? Peter answered for all by saying, “Thou art the Christ, 
the Son of the living God.” Jesus said, “Thou art Peter, and 
upon this rock I will build My Church.” Note that Christ did 
not say, “Thou art Peter, and on thee, Peter, I will build My 
Church,” but “on this rock”; that is to say, on Christ Himself, 
the Son of the living God, which Peter confessed. This interpre- 
tation of this passage is upheld by other passages of Scripture. 
No verse of Scripture can be found stating that the Church had 
for its foundation Peter. Many passages of Scripture can be 
quoted declaring Christ to be the foundation of the Church. Paul 
said, “For other foundation can no man lay than that is laid, 
which is Jesus Christ.” (1 Cor. 3:11). “And did (the Israel- 
ites) all drink the same spiritual drink, for they drank of that 
spiritual Rock that followed them, and that Rock was Christ.” 
(1 Cor. 10: 4). 

If Peter had been the foundation of the Church, the Church 
would have been built on a foundation of sand—for Satan pre- 
vailed against Peter. Only a few minutes later (see Matt. 16: 
23), Jesus said to Peter: “Get thee behind Me, Satan: thou art an 
offence unto Me.” Some people may be satisfied with: such a 
foundation, but Jesus the Saviour against whom Satan never 
prevailed, is the foundation of the true Christian Church. 

But what about the keys? Did not Jesus say to Peter: “And 
I will give unto thee the keys of the Kingdom of Heaven”? etc. 
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When Jesus spoke of giving Peter the keys, he was referring to 
a Jewish custom which would be very familiar to Peter, who 
was a Jew. The scribes of Israel were thought of as stewards 
of divine wisdom (Matt. 13: 52). When the Jews made a man 
a doctor of the law, they put into his hands the key of the closet 
in the temple where the sacred books were kept and also tablets 
to write upon; signifying by this that they gave him authority to 
teach and to explain the Scriptures to the people. Peter having 
understood and confessed Jesus as the Christ, the Saviour, by this 
statement : “I give unto thee the keys,” etc., simply gave Peter the 
authority to teach others the truths he had himself learned. 

2. Again, Rome quotes JoHn 20: 19-23, especially verses 22 
and 23: “Receive ye the Holy Ghost: Whose soever sins ye remit, 
they are remitted; and whose soever sins ye retain, they are re- 
tained.” The apostles, Rome says, received this power to forgive 
sins, and the priests are the successors of the apostles. Read 
verses 19 and 20, and compare them with Luke 24: 33, and it 
will at once become evident that this power of forgiving sin was 
not only given to the apostles, namely the twelve, but to the dis- 
ciples—hence to all believers. Therefore, all God’s children 
have the power to declare sins forgiven or sins retained. As long 
as the apostles and others who were Christ’s disciples exercised 
their powers according to God’s will and God’s way, in establish- 
ing His Kingdom on earth, their acts would be ratified in Heaven. 
How did the disciples forgive sins? Here is the important ques- 
tion. Did they pretend to stand in God’s place, clothed with all 
the power of God and compel people-to kneel before them and 
confess to them their sins in detail, and then did they pretend 
to have power to grant absolution? No, never! How can we find 
out how the early Christians forgave sins? By reading the New 
Testament, and especially the Acts of the Apostles. On reading 
we find: That all men are born in sin and under condemna- 
tion. (See such passages as John 1: 18; Rom. 3: 22, 23). That 
Christ alone can liberate or set free. “If therefore the Son shall 
make you free, ye shall be free indeed.” (John 8: 36). (See 
also John 3: 16, 18, 36; Acts 4: 12). The disciples simply 
preached Jesus as Saviour, declaring that those who believed on 
Him would have their sins forgiven, and those who refused to 
repent and believe on Him, they would be left bound in their sins. 
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The apostles were sent to preach the forgiveness of sins, and 
not to confess the people. The reading of Luke 24: 45-47; Acts 
2: 14-42; Acts 10: 42, 43; Acts 13: 38, 39, will make this plain. 

3. John 21: 15-18 is also quoted by Rome as proof that Peter 
was given special privileges over the other apostles because Christ 
said to him, “Feed My lambs,” “Feed My sheep,” three times. The 
explanation is simple; it does not indicate any peculiar power 
granted to Peter over the others; but as Peter had denied his 
Lord three times Christ asked him three times if he loved Him, 
and three times told him to care for His flock. Christ wanted 
Peter to understand that although he had denied Him three times 
he was forgiven, and his labors would still be acceptable. 


How Did Auricular Confession Originate? 

It was an outgrowth of several centuries of darkness and ig- 
norance. Toward the end of the second century, when a mem- 
ber of the Church committed a grave sin he was requested to 
confess it before the whole Church, but in 450, under Leo L, 
sishop of Rome, this public confession became private. It was 
only in 1215, at the Council of Lateran, called by order of Pope 


Innocent III., that auricular, or private, confession was declared 
an article of faith. Therefore, confession to a priest is purely 
human in its origin and development. 


Because the Priest’s Pretended Pardon is Worthless 

The Roman Catholic Church teaches that if a person is dying 
and far away from any priest he can cry out to God for forgive- 
ness, and God can forgive, although no priest is near. If God 
can forgive a man, say, away in the bush, where there is no priest, 
can He not forgive a man in his own home, though he does not 
send for the priest who is at hand? What God can do for a man 
in the woods He can do for him anywhere. Again, Rome teaches 
that if a man sincerely repents of his sins and makes a true con- 
fession of them God forgives him, even though the priest may 
refuse him absolution; and that a man may receive absolution 
from his priest without being forgiven by God, seeing he has not 
properly confessed and is not truly penitent. What conclusion 
can we come to but that the priest’s pardon is valueless. If God 
pardons when the priest does not pardon, and God does not par- 
don when the priest does, it is surely evident that the priest’s par- 
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don is worthless. Frequently a person has gone to one priest, 


and that priest has refused to pardon him; he has then gone to 
another and obtained absolution. It is surely plain that God’s 
pardon is the only one of value. 


Because Confession to a Priest is Immoral 

Is it not absurd, yes, even shameful, for a married woman, 
or a young lady, to reveal all her sins by thoughts, by desires, by 
words and by actions, into the ears of an unmarried man. Re- 
ligion does not consist in such indecent conversations. It is not 
by plunging into dirty water and by stirring it to its very depths 
that you can wash and be clean. Confession to a priest has been 
frequently disastrous both for priests and their penitents. The 
priest has no right to search out and discover all the secret sins 
of your life. It is none of his business. God knows your sins. 
Go to Him and confess them. The priest should not be allowed 
to interfere in your personal affairs. No man has a right to ex- 
amine your conscience. (See 2 Cor. 13: 5). 


Because God Alone Can Forgive Your Sins 

“Who can forgive sins but God alone?” This is what the 
Scribes and Pharisees said as they accused Jesus of speaking 
blasphemies, because He said to the man sick of the palsy, “Man, 
thy sins are forgiven thee.” The Pharisees were right; God only 
can forgive sins; but they overlooked the fact that Jesus was 
God, and, therefore, had the right to forgive this man his sins. 

Confession to God is the only true confession. God never 
gave to any man the power to forgive sins through the confes- 
sional. God never established the priest as a judge over your con- 
science. Peter forbade Cornelius to kneel down before him. (See 
Acts 10: 26.) Jesus and the apostles never practised auricular 
confession, nor did they ever teach it. The forgiveness of sins 
can be obtained to-day exactly as it was obtained when our 
Saviour was on earth. By going directly to God in the name of 
Jesus. Listen: “And ye know that He (Jesus) was manifested 
to take away sins, and in Him is no sin. (1 John 3:5.) “And 
the publican, standing afar off, would not lift up so much as his 
eyes unto Heaven, but smote upon his breast, saying, “God be 
merciful to me, a sinner. I tell you this man went down to his 
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house justified...” (Luke 18: 13, 14.) Like the publican, go 
straight to God and receive His forgiveness. 

The priest cannot answer for your sins. You are accountable 
directly to God. Paul says (Rom. 14: 12), “So, then, every one 
of us shall give account of himself to God. 

When Simon committed his great sin in trying to buy the gift 
of God with money Peter did not make him kneel at his feet and 
forgive him, but simply sent him to God for forgiveness. Read 
Acts 8: 22, “Repent, therefore, of this thy wickedness, and pray 
God, if perhaps the thought of thine heart may be forgiven thee. 

All true ministers to-day follow Peter’s example; they do 
not pretend to forgive sins committed against God, but they send 
sinners to God for pardon. 

If you confess your sins to the Lord the Saviour you can be 
sure they are forgiven. Listen: “If we confess our sins He 
(Christ) is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse 
us from all unrighteousness.” (1 John 1: 9.) But now that 
Christ is exalted to the right hand of God, does He still forgive 
sins? Yes. Harken: “Him hath God exalted with His right 
hand to be a Prince and a Saviour, for to give repentance to Is- 
rael and forgiveness of sins.” (Acts 5: 31.) 

“Let the wicked forsake his ways, and the unrighteous man 
his thoughts; and let him return unto the Lord, and He will have 
mercy upon him; and to our God, for He will abundantly par- 
don.” (Isa. 55: 6, 7.) 


FORM OF BEQUEST 


Those desiring to donate property or money by will to the 
work of Christ’s Mission, may use the following form: 


I give, devise and bequeath to Christ’s Mission, New 
York, a corporation organized and existing under and 
pursuant to the Religious Corporations Laws of the State 
of New York, and now located at No. 331 West 57th 
Street, in the City, County and State of New York 


(SPECIFY HERE THE PROPERTY OR MONEY ) 


to be applied to the uses and purposes of the said Mission, 
in such a manner as the Board of Trustees thereof shall, 
in their discretion, determine. 
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THE IRISH TROUBLE 


BY MICHAEL J. F. M’CARTHY, T.C.D., B.L., LONDON, ENGLAND. 


If we define the Irish trouble in the fewest and truest words, 
we shall find that it is the discontent and disloyalty of the Roman 
Catholic priests and people of Ireland. 

The habit of discussing the Irish question in our Legislature, 
or on the political platform, or in print, without dealing with the 
ecclesiastical organization of the Roman Catholic Church is just 
a method of darkening counsel, which often is the outcome of 
honest ignorance, but is also very often the outcome of political 
cowardice and a self-seeking policy. Those who deal with the 
Irish trouble in this way are largely to blame for pepetuating a 
trouble which nearly ruined us during the war, and has now 
reached a climax in the establishment at Dublin of an Irish Re- 
public, to which ambassadors from America have just been given 
passports and safe conduct by our British Government. The 
granting of those passports and safe conduct was, in my opinion, 
a most culpable proceeding; but, I regret to say, it is only the 
latest link in the long chain of error and calamity arising from 
the evasive and fatuous method of our dealings with the Irish 
trouble. Let those responsible explain it away as they will, it 
i:nplied a certain degree of recognition, helped on the rebel cause 
in Ireland, and made more trouble for us to meet in the future. 

In the first official utterance of those American delegates at 
Dublin, on May 3d, they claimed that they had come with the 
approval of the ecclesiastics of the Papal Church in America. 
Their spokesman, Mr. Walsh, said: “The resolution approving 
of the right of the Irish people to determine for themselves the 
form of government under which they wish to live, and asking 
for recognition of the government they have established was pro- 
posed by Cardinal Gibbons!” The three chief officials of the 
Irish Republic who received the delegation in Dublin were Mr. 
De Valera, the president of the Republic; Mr. John MacNeill, 
president of Sin Fein, and Mr. George Plunkett. Mr. De Valera 
and Mr. MacNeill have been (and I believe still are) paid serv- 
ants of the Roman ecclesiastics in Ireland all their adult lives—De 
Valera under the priests of the Holy Ghost at Blackrock, and 
MacNeill under the Jesuits at St. Stephen’s Green. Mr. Plunkett 
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is a Vatican office-holder and “Count” of the fictitious Holy 
Roman Empire. They were also received in Dublin by Arch- 
bishop Walsh, the Lord Mayor and Corporation officially. An- 
other of the delegates, Mr. Ryan, speaking in the City Hall, said 
“they were like crusaders and apostles of old, and the might of 
England would fall before the Irish rightly struggling to be free.” 
in Cork they were received by the Roman Catholic bishop, Dr. 
Cohalan, and, when they went to Belfast, they were received by 
the Roman Catholic bishop, Dr. Macrory, his administrator and 
principal priests, and it was the same elsewhere. 

Archbishop Harty, of Cashel, speaking from the altar on May 
llth, said: “Yesterday, in Dublin, I met the representatives of 
America, and I was glad to see that they had a fine Irish and 
Catholic spirit. They are here representing Cardinal Gibbons, 
Cardinal O’Connell and the archbishops and bishops of that great 
land of liberty, and I was proud to tell them that we here in Tip- 
perary are at their back, and thankful to them for assisting us to 
gain our national freedom.” 

This shows the religious character of the rebel and republican 
movement, and the source from which it springs. Wherever the 
delegates went they said they had come to acclaim and support 
the Irish Republic, which renounces all allegiance to the Con- 
stitution of the United Kingdom, but they always touched Papal 
wood and sheltered themselves under the mantle of the Pope. 

In March last year, when our line was pushed back, Mr. Lloyd 
George wrote his tragic appeal to President Wilson, and at the 
same time the Government proposed to extend compulsory service 
to Ireland in order to get some of the quarter of a million of 
young men to be found there. Mr. Asquith exempted Ireland 
from the first Compulsory Service Act on the advice of Mr. Red- 
mond, acting as the political deputy of the Hierarchy; but the 
name of the Hierarchy was not then mentioned either by the 
Government or the press. 

But in March, 1918, when the Vatican Junta saw that after 
three and a-half years of war the only result in France was a 
further tremendous push back, they thought England was done 
for and that the day longed for had arrived. Then the Irish 
bishops came so fearlessly into the open that even our Govern- 
ment and our controlled newspapers could not conceal the fact. 
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Then we saw the face behind the vizor of home rule, and saw 
who really pulls the strings of the puppet leaders of the Rebel 
and Parliamentary wings of the Nationalist Party in Ireland. 
The bishops knew there were thousands of young Roman Cath- 
olics only waiting for the excuse of compulsion to join the army, 


and the bishops resolved that compulsion should never come into 
force. 

Mr. De Valera, representing the Rebels, and Mr. John Dillon, 
representing the Parliamentary party, went on a joint pilgrim- 
age to Maynooth by motor-cars. There the bishops were in ses- 
sion waiting to receive them, and there the campaign against con- 
scription was settled. The bishops issued a decree ordering every 
parish priest in Ireland to say mass publicly the next Sunday 
against conscription to hold a meeting at each chapel after mass, 
to get the people to sign a pledge, drawn up by the bishops, bind- 
ing themselves to resist conscription by every means in their 
power, and to collect funds for the campaign. 

The bishops, or Hierarchy, who number twenty-five or twenty- 
six, meet periodically at the theological seminary of Maynooth, 
a lonely place, about twenty miles outside Dublin, and issue their 
decrees in the same autocratic way as the Czar and his Council 
used to issue ukases in Russia. This Maynooth Hierarchy itself 
is subject to the Super-hierarchy of cardinals at Rome, consist- 
ing of an overwhelming majority of Italians presided over by 
the Pope, which issues its ukases to the Irish and other national 
Hierarchies, has the power of appointing the Irish bishops, and 
uses Ireland as a pawn in the political game of the Papacy. 

Benjamin Disraeli, speaking prophetically in 1868, said: “I 
should not be at all surprised if the vizor, or mask, of home rule 
were to fall off some day and you beheld a very different coun- 
tenance.” That was the famous speech in which he said: “We 
are sinking beneath the power of a foreign priesthood. Our em- 
pire and liberties are more in danger now than when an army 
of invasion was encamped at Boulogne.” Yes; and our empire 
and liberties would be gone from us now if it were not for the 
continued protest and opposition given by faithful men and 
women to the work of the agents of the Vatican in our midst. 
The vizor, the mask, has fallen off home rule in Ireland, and we 
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now see a different face. Some people only see the face of re- 
bellion and republicanism, but if you look a little closer you will 
see the face of the triple-crowned Italian priest, who claims the 
right to annul the election, forbid the succession of an heretical 
prince. 


The British public must discriminate between the priestly 


caste and the bulk of the Irish people if we are to do any good. 
For instance, the misguided youth who murders a policeman in 
the belief that he is serving the cause of piety and patriotism is, 
of course, deserving of punishment; but neither in the eye of God 
nor man is he nearly as guilty as the bishops and priests who 
educated him in that immoral belief. You may shoot or hang 
the young criminal, but his place will be taken by others as long 
as the source of supply controlled by the Papal bishops is allowed 
to flourish. 

All our public policy in Ireland latterly has tended to the 
exaltation of the Papal bishops—not merely our Acts of Parlia- 
ment, but, even more so, the veneration paid to them by our ex- 
alted personages. No Roman Catholic, unless he be recom- 
mended by the bishops as a persona grata, is ever put in an official 
position. You must first bow the knee to the local bishop, and 
then the Government will consider your case for preferment, or 
for the chance of helping your country in an official position. The 
theory is that a Roman Catholic is no good unless he is with the 
bishops. This policy has built up the power of the Papal Hier- 


archy, and that power, so built up, was used against us all through 
the war. 


HOW THE POPE GAVE IRELAND TO THE KING OF ENGLAND. 
(Continued from page 10.) 

been deprived of his own kingdom—a kingdom which de jure the 
Pope had no right to bestow, and that this grant was the real 
source of all the miseries of the country.” This letter is de- 
scribed by Professor Richey as “one of the most important docu- 
ments in our (Irish) history.” The original is contained in the 
Scotichronicon of Fordun (sub anno 1318.) An English transla- 
tion of it will be found in King’s “Primer of the Church History 
of Ireland,” Vol. III., Appendix XIX. 
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LETTERS TO POPE BENEDICT XV. 


(Copyright, 1920, by P. Morgan.) 
No. 4. 


331 West 57th Street, 
New York, N. Y., U. S. A. 

Sir:—Your Church both teaches and acts upon the doc- 
trine that faith should not be kept with heretics. This charge 
has byen vigorously denied by variotW$ defenders of your 
Church, but any final verdict in the case must be determined 
by reliable testimony. I wish to cal! your attention to some 
extracts bearing upon this subject, which, from their authori- 
tative character, must meet with your hearty approval. The 
first quotation is from the canon law, ornately bound copies 
of which you presented to the President of the United States 
of America during his visit to the Vatican in 1919. 

The Gregorian decretal reads: 

“An oath taken against the good of the Church does not 
bind. . . . Because those are not oaths, but rather perjuries 
which are taken against the interests of the Church.” + 

This principle has been tersely expressed in the following 
statement, generally attributed to Pope Innocent III: “Faith 
is not to be kept with him who does not keep faith with God.” 

How your Church regards an oath sworn to a heretic is 
set forth by Gregory IX in these words: 

“Christians should not regard the sanctity of an oath 
toward him who is the enemy of God and who tramples under 
foot the decrees of the Church.” * 

The case of John Huss is a notable example of the appli- 
cation of this principle in history. Having been summoned 
to the Council of Constance to answer the charge of heresy 
made aaginst him, Huss was granted a safe conduct by Em- 
peror Sigismund, who guaranteed him protection while at 
Constance and a safe return to his home. In violation of this 
safe conduct, Huss, after having been pronounced a heretic 
by the Council, was burned July 6, 1415. This disregard of 
pledged faith caused so much unfavorable comment through 
out Europe that the Council, some two months later, decreed: 


1 “The Decretals of Gregory IX” Book 2, title 24, chapter 27. 


2 From the Anathema of Gregory IX against Frederick II of Germany. De 
Cormenin’s “History of the Popes.” Vol. 1, page 470. 
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“This present sacred synod declares that whatsoever safe 
conduct has been granted by the emperor, kings, or other 
secular princes, to heretics, or such as are defamed for heresy, 
thinking thus to recall them from their errors, and by what- 
soever bond they have obliged themselves to the observance 
of it, no prejudice can arise, no impediment can, or ought to 
be, put to the Catholic faith, or other ecclesiastical jurisdic- 
tion, but that (notwgthstanding the safe conduct) it may be 
lawful for any competent and ecclesiastical judge to inquire 
into the errors of such persons, and duly otherways proceed 
against them, and punish them so far as justice shall require, 
if they shall pertinaciously refuse to revoke their errors; yea, 
though they come to the place of judgment, relying upon such 
safe conduct, and would not otherwise come thither; nor doth 
he who so promiseth remain obliged in anything when he has 
done what lies in him.” 

Lord Acton, an honored historian and a faithful adherent 
of your Church, in his “History of Freedom” deals very can- 
didly with the present attitude of your Church toward here- 
tics. The following extract is taken from the collection of his 
essays, published in 1909: 

“Treaties made with heretics and promises given to them 
must not be kept, because sinful promises do not bind, and 
no agreement is lawful which may injure religion or eccle- 
siastical authority. No civil power may enter into engage- 
ments which impede the free scope of the Church’s law. It 
is part of the punishment of heretics that faith shall not be 
kept with them. It is even mercy to kill them that they may 
sin no more.” # 

Your highly esteemed friend, President Wilson, is fully 
aware of the well-defined and thoroughly antagonistic atti- 
tude of your Church to the whole genius of American institu- 
tions, as set forth in the volumes he was pleased to accept, but 
for reasons best known to himself, he prefers not to give 
expression to his thoughts regarding the ex-cathedra teachings 
and the conciliary practices of your apostate institution, I am, 
sir, Yours faithfully, PatricK MOorGAN. 


3 “History of the Councils,” by Labbe and Cossart. Vol. XII, cols. 169, 170. 
4 “The History of Freedom, and Other Essays,” by Lord Acton, London, 
England, 1909, page 141. 
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LIBERTY OF CONSCIENCE IN ITALY 


An Address Delivered in Christ’s Mission, October 20, 1919 
BY JOHN MAZZEI, ATTORNEY-AT-LAW, NEW YORK, N, Y. 


There are few countries with which so many interesting 


associations are connected as with Italy. The student of 


history looks upon it as the seat of the longest-continued and 
most-extended dominion over the nations. It is the country 
in which the foufth great 
monarchy arose and ex- 
tended its rule over all 
the then civilized world. 
When that vast empire 
came to an end, another, 
of a religio-political na- 
ture, rose on its ruins, 
whose influence over 
mankind has been far 
greater than that of its 
predecessor. The domin- 
ion of ancient Rome and 
its Cesars has been per- 
petuated in Rome and its 
Popes. 

To the scholar Italy has 
indescribable charms, as 
the land of Cicero, of 
Tacitus, of Dante, of 
Tasso and a host of oth- 
ers, whose writings have 
enlightened, stimulated 
and guided the minds and polished the manners of men. 

But, to the Christian, Italy ranks next, in point of inter- 
est, to the land associated with the Saviour of the world. 
It was visited by Apostles; it was the scene of some of the 
earliest and most glorious conquests of Christianity, and its 
soil has been saturated with the blood of martyrs. 

For the Protestant there is much in Italy to excite deep 
and peculiar emotions. It is the land in which the Mystery 


John Mazzei, Formerly an Adherent of 
the Church of Rome. 
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of Iniquity gradually arose and eventually overpowered the 
truth in all parts of Christendom, save in some of its own 
Alpine valleys and filled the Christian world with the ignor- 
ance and superstition of a baptized paganism. 

It is a remarkable fact that the Popes nowhere encoun- 
tered a more steady, long-continued or powerful opposition 
than in Italy itself. In that country Truth had an uninter- 
rupted succession of defenders from the days of the Apostles 
till the Reformation. It was in her mountain valleys. in 
Piedmont that the true Church found a retreat during more 
than a thousand years, while all the rest of Christendom 
gradually, and at length universally, bowed beneath the 
dominion of the worldly system of the Roman Catholic 
Church. 


The Beginnings of Liberty. 

On February 22, 1848, France is proclaimed a Republic. 
Prussia and Austria are in rebellion. Milan and Venice expel 
the Austrians. Victory smiles upon the Italian brotherhood. 

However, Radetsky receives powerful reinforcement and 
gains for his army what they previously had lost. He breaks 
the Italian gatherings at Somma Capagna. Charles Albert 
retires with his disordered troops. Soon he abdicates in favor 
of his son Victor. 

The day after the defeat the magnanimous king volun- 
tarily left for exile and died the following year. 

From such sorrows were born the independence, the unity, 
the liberty of Italy. All honor to the martyrs of every party 
who sealed with blood and with the loss of every possession 
their faith in the destinies of a strong, glorious and prosper- 
ous united Italy! 

The Waldenses, who for more than five centuries had 
suffered and fought for their evangelical faith, were up to 
this time not permitted to worship God according to the dic- 
tates of their consciences outside of the limited boundaries 
assigned to them. They were denied civil and_ political 
rights. The universities and all the public offices of every 
grade were closed to them; the liberal professions, too, were 
denied to them. 
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One by one restrictive laws against the Waldenses lost 
their force. The word “Emancipation” was pronounced. The 
Marchese Robert D’Azeglia took the initiative, asking that 
every obstacle be removed and that full liberty be granted 
to all subjects before the law, to the Waldenses and to the 
Jews. 

On the night of February 16, 1848, the news spread in 
Turin that the king was about to sign the Act of Emancipa- 
tion of the Waldenses. On February 17th the following 
edict appeared: 

“The Waldenses are admitted to enjoy all rights, civil 
and political, of our subjects, to frequent the schools and 
the universities, and to be entitled to all academical 
degrees.” 

The valleys, at the announcement of the edict, broke forth 
into gladness. The hearts of the people beat with joy and 
praise to God and to the magnanimous king. As night fell 
every mountain, every hill, every peak shone forth a blaze 
of light; everyone carried torches. 

On February 28th Turin began to celebrate the granting 
of the Constitution. All the provinces of Piedmont were 


sending their representatives. The deputation gathered upon 


Piazza Porta Nuova. Young girls in white dresses, with 
azure shoes (the colors of Piedmont), led the procession, fol- 
lowed by more than 600 persons. A velvet banner was car- 
ried, upon which shone in silver letters the words: 

‘To Charles Albert. The Waldenses recognized.” 

More than 30,000 flags unfurled in passing under the bal- 
cony where the king sat. 

On the 4th of March were proclaimed the Statutes of the 
Kingdom. Article 24 reads as follows: 

“All natives, whatever may be their titles or degrees, 
are equal before the law. All shall enjoy the rights, both 
civil and political, and are admissible to the civil and 
military positions, except those determined by the law.” 

This article left in existence, for the Israelites, those old 
interdictions that contrasted with the spirit of the times and 
with the new principle of the State, which the Government 
and Parliament felt the necessity of giving to the Waldenses. 
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Finally, by help and intervention of Parliament, on March 


9 


1848, the Minister of the Interior, Ricci, presented a decree 
with his Majesty’s signature, with which was ordered: 








“The native-born Israelite shall enjoy, from the date 
of this present, all civil rights and thé faculty to follow 
the academical degrees.” 








Up to this time the Israelites had been excluded from the 
military service. To take away this last objection, Prince 
Eugene of Savoy Carignano, Lieutenant of the Kingdom, on 
the 15th of April, published a decree as follows: 




















The native-born Israelites are henceforth admitted to 
take part in the military service in conformity to the laws 
and discipline now existing.” 











The liberty of conscience in Italy was first given to the 
Waldenses after many years of persecution, and after all the 





craft and tricks and scares and interdictions and excommuni- 
cations of the Papacy were unavailing. They did not uprise 
to obtain it, but their faith in God and obedience to the law 
of the land, won for them victory. They ceased not in plead- 
ing their cause whenever opportunity presented itself. They 
were the most trustworthy subjects the king had. They 
caused no trouble, except when Rome made trouble for them. 


These servants of the Lord had been tried and found to 
be true. 






































The king’s heart was more tender than the Pope’s. The 
king had heard his subjects cry and saw the tears that flowed 
down their cheeks. Christ said, “If your son asketh bread, 
will you give him a stone?” The Pope, unlike Christ, had 
given them the stake and hot iron. He now bit his tongue 
and raged, but the king did not harken to his voice. 

Italy, anciently great, was almost wiped from the map of 
Kurope by the misconduct of him who claims to have the 
keys of Heaven and Hell. 



































May God bless us here in America and give us the strength 
and courage to teach and to preach the good news to all men! 
By doing so we follow in the footsteps of Him who loved 
us and redeemed us with His Blood to bring us nigh unto 
God, our Father. 
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‘THE ROMAN MASS 
A Conversation With a Roman Catholic Priest 
We, therefore, confess that the sacrifice of the mass is, and 
ought to be, considered one and the same as that of the cross, 
as the Victim is one and the same, namely, Christ our 
Lord.—‘“Catechism of the Council of Trent,” part 2, chap. 4, 
ques. 74. 


Recently I visited the Roman cathedral of our city. For some 


time previous I had been revolving in thought a crucial question. 


A suspicion had arisen in my mind relative to the real meaning 
and significance, the true inwardness, of that central rite and in- 
stitution of Romanism—the mass. Also I had resolved to bring 
the question to an issue whenever I might chance to find myself 
in contact with any authorized exponent of the doctrine of tran- 
substantiation. , 

On entering the cathedral, almost the first person I observed 
was a Roman priest. He came into the church from a side door, 
and made his way, with quick step, up through the length of the 
nave toward the sanctuary. With a keen presentiment that now 
Was my opportunity I immediately followed. 

I quickly made my way after him, and in a moment or two 
was at his side. My first remark was of the immense building, 
to which he assented, with manifest satisfaction. “And that,” 
I said, indicating the block of granite just in front of us, “is the 
high altar, at which high masses are said?” “Yes,” he replied. 
I then said, “Would you permit me to ask you one or two ques- 
tions by way of inquiry?” He assented. “I believe the teaching 
of your Church is that at the words of consecration uttered by 
a priest the matter of the elements undergoes a miraculous change 
and is converted substantially into the very body and blood of 
our Lord Jesus Christ. An invisible miracle takes place, such 
that under the outward forms of bread and wine Christ in per- 
son becomes present on your altars?” “That is so,” he replied. 
“Christ Himself then descends on the altar. He is there in pro- 
pria persond, as we say.” “You do really and truly believe,” I 
continued, “that the very same Christ who lived on this earth 
nineteen hundred years ago and died upon a cross on Calvary is in 
bodily presence on the altar after the wafer has undergone the 
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process of consecration by a priest—that the priest really holds 
Christ Himself in his hands?” “Yes,” said the priest, unhesitat- 
ingly. “We handle His body and touch Him, just as I am touch- 
ing you,’ placing his hand at the same moment upon my coat 
sleeve. ‘You mean that Christ is actually there, under the form 
of the wafer, as truly as my arm is under the sleeve of my coat?” 
I suggested. “Yes,” said he. “Well,” I said, “that is not my 
faith, but I am not wishing to discuss that matter now. Assum- 
ing, for the moment, it is as you allege and the dogma of tran- 
substantiation is true, this is the question I was wishing to ask 
you: When you have the Lord Jesus Christ upon your altars, and 
actually in your hands, what do you do with Him? Do you pro- 
fess to put Him to death?’ His answer was, “Yes.” “You pro- 
fess,” I insisted, “to slay Him to immolate and kill Jesus Christ 
upon your altar?” I confess a chill went through me as I pro- 
posed the question and listened for his reply. 

He gave me the impression of being momentarily off his 
guard, but Rome has no guard for this the vital point in her sys- 
tem, or he might have fenced my question. I had taken him at the 
swell-point of a tide of feeling. Did not Rome’s cathedral we 
stood in, and most magnificent ceremonial pageants of her cult 
withal, have for focus centre, for basis and supreme raison d'etre, 
the mystery of the mass? Does not an altar connote a victim 
offered in sacrifice? The very word—‘“the host’”—the wafer is 
known by after consecration, from the Latin hostia, a victim— 
does not import one that is immolated? What other victim suf- 
fers on Roman altars, according to Rome’s teaching, if not Christ ? 
But again, does not the apostle forewarn of those who “crucify 
... the Son of God afresh, and put Him to an open shame?” At 
what does this language point? And, whereas it was predicted 
that the Christ should be cut off, but not for Himself” (Dan. 9: 
26), says the same apostle, they do it “to themselves.” (Heb. 6: 
6.) They speak of “the adorable sacrament of our altars.” They 
proclaim aloud to the world, to quote their own words: “Our 
unswerving belief in the central mystery of our religion, the fact 
that our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, true God and true Man, 
ever offers Himself [i. e., is offered by our priests] as a sacrifice 
upon the altar of our churches, and unceasingly dwells in our 
tabernacles.” He who once died once for all for the sins of the 
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whole world, is thus put to death, if the dogma of transubstanti- 
ation will hold, daily in the interests of the Papacy, and for the 
sole benefit of its adherents, from which benefits all non-Catho- 
lics” (for so they denominate the six-sevenths of the human 
race) are excluded. 

Let us be thankful that Peter, who instrumentally opened the 
Kingdom of Heaven alike to Jew and Gentile, and Paul, whose 
commission was “to every creature which is under Heaven” (Col. 
1: 23), never preached a “gospel” so uncatholic, sectarian and 
exclusive. 

The priest had entered upon the conversation, evidently, under 
the impression that my purpose was to urge the question of 
transubstantiation, for to this he reverted. ‘“‘We believe,” he 
went on to say, “that the sacrifice of the mass is the very same 
as the sacrifice offered on Calvary”; and, looking on the huge 
block of stone, “that,” said he, “is our Calvary.” “And the priests 
of your Church put Christ to death there?” I said. There was a 
momentary hesitation, when the priest again answered affirma- 
tively. ‘Well, for some time I have been wanting to put this 
question to some one qualified to answer it authoritatively,” I 
replied, “and you as a Roman Catholic priest should know the 
teaching of your Church. I felt the doctrine of the mass must 
involve that conclusion, but was unprepared to hear it openly 
avowed as you have done. You remember who they were who 
put our Lord to death upon the Cross?” “The Jews,” he replied. 
“And the Romans,” I added. “The priests of your Church, then, 
who repeat in the mass the very sacrifice of Calvary, are the suc- 
cessors of the Jews and the Romans, since it was they who put 
Christ to death by crucifying Him.” “Oh!” said he, quickly, 
visibly embarrassed at the turn the conversation had taken, “the 
Jews were the instruments!” “And if you,” I asked, “as you 
affirm, put Christ to death on your Calvary, what are you?” “Oh, 
but we don’t put Him to death really! We haven’t His glorified 
body; that is in Heaven. We do it as far as we can.” “You 
do it as far as you can? You would do more if you could?” I 
queried. “It is not a reality, it is a representation,” rejoined the 
priest. “Then, if it is a representation only, why not tell the peo- 
ple this? Say to them: ‘Good people, this ceremony of the mass 
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is our way of representing, or showing forth, the death of Jesus 
Christ upon the Cross.’” ‘No, no, it is a reality!” he exclaimed. 
“We believe that Christ is really upon the altar after transubstan- 
tiation, under the outward forms, or the species, as we say.” 

I said again: “Whether the miracle of transubstantiation does 
or does not take place is just now not my point. I know your 
dogma asserts Christ to be substantially there—‘His flesh, bones, 
rerves and divinity—under the ‘accidents’ of bread and wine 
(according to the catechism of the Council of Trent), from 
which their own substances have miraculously disappeared. My 
point is, I repeat once more, when you have Christ thus upon 
your Calvary, and so under your power, and hold Him in your 
hands, then what becomes of Him? What do you do with Him? 
Do you put Him to death?” Again the priest’s answer perforce 
was: “Yes!” “I affirm, then, that upon your own showing, by 
their own words, your priests prove themselves the successors, 
not of the apostles, as they claim to be, but the successors and 
representatives of the Jews and Romans.” 

Once more the priest changed round and protested it was only 
a representation. ‘You must forgive me,” I replied, “if I say 
you seem somewhat in a fog about this subject. A thing can- 
not be at once merely a representation of a reality and the reality 
itself. Either it is a real sacrifice of Jesus Christ you immolate 
on your altars, or it is no sacrifice of Him at all. If you pro- 
fess to put Jesus Christ to death in the sacrifice of the mass, do 
you not see that you crucify Him afresh, and thus declare and 
convict yourselves as the successors of those on whom St. Peter 
himself charged the crime: ‘Ye killed the Prince of Life’ (Acts 
3:15), and St. Stephen branded as his ‘betrayers and murderers’ 

5 But,” I continued, “ ‘Christ being raised from the dead 
dieth no more; death hath no more dominion over Him;’ there- 
fore your dogma of a reiterated sacrifice of Christ in the mass 
is false.” 
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By this time the priest looked very uncomfortable, and as I 
said the words, “If you have founded your position on a dogma 
which falsifies God’s immutable truth, your position cannot stand ; 
it must fall, and Rome with it,” he abruptly quitted me and has- 
tily disappeared. 





CHRIST’S MISSION 


Christ's Mission is in the most central and accessible part of 
New York City. 


It is situated close to Columbus Circle, at the entrance to Central 
Park, where Eighth Avenue and Broadway meet, with a subway 
station and three street-car lines, and a crosstown line, and the Sixth 
and Ninth Avenues elevated station at 59th Street. 


With the subways to all parts of New York, Brooklyn, Jersey 
City and Hoboken, Christ’s Mission can be most easily and quickly 
reached. 


THE CHAPEL, 


At the services in Christ’s Mission the people are told that the 
Lord Jesus Christ offers a present, free and full salvation. The con- 
tributions to meet the expenses of the work are entirely voluntary. 
All seats are free. Hence the necessity of appealing to all the 
Christian friends of the work for their co-operation. All are cor- 
dially invited to attend the services in the commodious chapel of 
the Mission. 


Sundays at 3.30 P. M. 





Are Protestants Right? 


Those who heard the lectures during the recent “missions,” con- 
ducted by the Paulist and Jesuit priests in the City of New York, 
are now invited to hear “the other side,” presented by one who 
has made the doctrines and practices of the Church of Rome a life 
study. At the invitation of the Director of Christ’s Mission the 


REV. GEORGE R. MacFAUL, M.A., 


of Ottawa, Canada, 
will deliver the following series of addresses in 


CHRIST’S MISSION, 
331 West 57th Street, New York City: 


SUNDAY AFTERNOON, MARCH 28th, AT 3.50 P. M. 


ARE PROTESTANTS RIGHT IN REFUSING TO ACCEPT THE 
POPE AS HEAD OF THE CHURCH? 


MONDAY, MARCH 29th, AT 8S P, M. 


ARE PROTESTANTS RIGHT IN REFUSING TO CONFESS THEIR 
SINS TO A PRIEST? 


TUESDAY, MARCH 30th, AT 8 P, M. 


ARE PROTESTANTS RIGHT IN REJECTING THE ROMAN CATH- 
OLIC DOCTRINE OF THE MASS? 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 3ist, AT 8 P.M. 


ARE PROTESTANTS RIGHT IN REJECTING THE ROMAN CATH- 
OLIC DOCTRINE OF PURGATORY? 


THURSDAY, APRIL Ist, AT § P. M. 


ARE PROTESTANTS RIGHT IN REFUSING TO PRAY TO MARY 
AND THE SAINTS? 


FRIDAY, APRIL 2d, AT § P. M. 


ARE PROTESTANTS RIGHT IN REFUSING TO ACCEPT THE 
ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH AS THE INFALLIBLE INTER- 
PRETER OF HOLY SCRIPTURES? 


Inquiries may be placed in the “Question Box” at the rear of 
the Chapel, but only questions of general interest will be answered. 
Roman Catholics desiring spiritual help are cofdially invited to 
consult the Director of Christ’s Mission, Patrick Morgan, Editor of 
Tur Convertep Catroric, 331 West 57th Street, New York, N. Y. 
Phone Columbus 5907. 





